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Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet 
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allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Discussion was based on a set of proposed amendments to the 
claims. In the proposed claims, claim 1 was amended to incorporate the limitations of claim 3 "anti-mitotic and pro- 
apoptotic agent". 

This amendment would likely overcome the prior art rejections currently of record. Discussion progressed to how to 
overcome the rejections under 35 USC 112, 1st paragraph written description and scope of enablement. These 
rejections are partially based on the breadth of the claimed cell lines that would be transformed with recited gene 
constructs, as well as the breadth of possible anti-mitotic and pro-apoptotic agents. Applicant will consider narrowing 
the recited agents to those supported in the specification. Also mentioned was possible problems from interference of 
the agents and any signal transduction assay in which the cell line would be used. Applicant will introduce a 
Declaration concerning multiple examples of cell lines produced in an effort to overcome the rejections. 



